“THE BILL IS OF DOUBTFUL 
CONSTITUTIONALITY’ 

An open letter to participants of The Program, Pat 
AE wxcerro.007 


[this article 4s free of ary AT content] 


‘ve boon wanting to ge into scenario analyse & especially policy analysis for some time 


saw on May-ohnton. But fir 


updating: 


+ ve posted a more academically-themed (dei version of the May-Johnson article vo 
Reseazchitub Researchtub ita key contsibutor tothe nascent ‘Decenralize Science, 
a #DeSc ecosystem. I've posed here because I wanted to lay ri for incentiving 
peer reviewers of my May-Johnson analysis vit-a-vs~ MJ-12 leis inthe Research 
community called “Contemporary History’, which covers 1945 tothe present. 
utp cossarchhub compas 397 Bon che-meaningof-mit2-n-the-maistien 
twslvedocirmentsand-ionliations 

Besides the (lightly drier tone, ve also added «litle more analysis focusing onthe 
possibilty of the First Majestic deop as a good-faith leak with key content necessarily 
changed for whistleblower self-protection from reprisals. ther than that, i's pretty 
much the same analysis a the blog post. Ifyou want a see the work tested che harsh 
Light of public crcgue,chereby improving its itabiity inthe pres, ll your fiends to 
participate as per reviewers or donate ResearchCoin to incentive eviews 


+ As alluded coin the long-from post ofa month ago, Ive bgun the process of seeding a 
Aecentcalized-from-the-top-down distributed research effort to take investigating The 
rogram tothe next level. That stats with a Zenado seposiocy nade called RDaoB. A 
simple tu, with other kei even on Zend, suchas SCUAP, but I think ie presents 
the unique niche — postwar hisory — that researchers may wish vo avail of. 

[us name is intended to evoke Vannevar Bushs postwar vision of scoped technology 
development, the Research and Development Board. envision RDAGB to opertte a a 
DAO Udecenicalized autonomous organization) in the Web’ sense in order to be 
lesigned for robustness against being compromised. In this nascen stage your feedback 
in forming the DAO's rules will be invaluable. For now itis just the repository with 
myself approving or rejecting scholarly content & data submitted tit Soifyou're a 
searcher feeling so inclined, you can submit data & analysis tot no clasified content 
pleat) Tha stats withthe ResearchBiub post mentioned earlier, 


+ Thanks to she sizeslight fics, it would be all coo easy for us to fiateon studying 
steer a M)-I2like group atthe expense of considering parallel efforts Whose paperwork 
Aide yet deopped into somebouy's mailbox in 1984. There can easily be other groups, 
‘outside a M]-12-ike contra group, operating amid the same kindof inra-governmental 


competition as manifests in many ther aspects of government. Tur wars, infighting, 
competition between the services ar faci of life in government. highlight the 
formation ofthe Research and Development Board (Zachary 1997) and the NSA (Burns 
1990) as examples, We have no reason to believe thatthe UAP topic is immune fram this 
fundamental ughear of government. This all only to say that it should not be 
concluded from my work that MJ-12can be the only game in town, 


OK, on thie post 


Audience 


Invercing this post 1 want readers to understand I have an ange: While I'm interested 
Jn maintaining the interest of the generally UAP-intereted reader, write witha 
particular audience in mind: Tat of participants in The Program. Iarbor ust enough 
hubris to think shat my content might find its way under the eyes of individuals working 
2 knowingly or by adegtee removed ic. under some pretext "tis 
Rossisn/Chinese technology, now please igure oxt how i's able to contract spacetime, 
tc if nothing ese at least mayise my work finds its way under The Programs 
Aisnformtion arsts — an advancement, of sorts. My restons for writing to this 
suidience ae selfish ones I want to encourage participants to feel use in curing 


for igh 


whistleblower, nd I want would-be whistleblowers to fet the social tllwinds needed to 
doo, 


Dear ‘The Program’ participant, 


After you've reviewed my last couple of posts, you are aware ofthe cate Ive made ofthe 
likeness between the May-Johnson bill and The Program, a ied together by the Fist 
‘Majestic drop, Whether that érop was adisinfo fein, 2 good-feth leak — sounding an 
alarm butuilisng secuiy-preserving changes — of finally, accurate reality, the 
analysis here assumes the overall rhyming’ of The Program’ origination as being 
inspired by prosaic history's May-Jobason saga. 


‘As the reader, I eavision you a young The Program participant even postdocs can be 
young) going co your manager and saying, “Hey oss, maybe what we're dog isnt legal. 
1 don’ think f shouldbe participating in anything illegal, you know?" To which the boss 


esponds, “Oh dont listen to what some blogger wroe, be careful what you read oaline, 
here, haves honunfpromation, ete" But then when pressed, your supe says, "Oh there 
were some bills passed a while ago, it’s totally democratic and with oversight, jus can't 
tellyou what bills chose are because i's classified, national security and all -you 


‘woulda’ want me to have to zeview your clearance For inguiring, do you?” 


want to speak to Uhat particular envisioned argument 


Operationalization scenarios 
‘The st question [wan to peat “a there any scenario in which a May-Johnsn 
inspite operating paradigm could Bae been implemented tht would be sen a8 


statutorily legitimate by its participants, however tenuously nd without the 
opportunity for ethers to pass judgement on legitimacy)? 


1st pathway 


ere we read on the domain that i called" 
‘co specify one ching very very clear ar che outst. Lam not a lawyer. So the best can 
do in eredibilty sto point readers to quote the sources of people who are lawyers and 
have writen on the rope of secretly, as well ax cite some specific examples from 
istry contemporary to the alleged formation of M)-12. 


ccret Law Saying that mach means Ihave 


‘The two legal scholars Lam aware af onthe topic of secret lw ate 1) Dakota Rudesil, 
and 2) Elizabeth Goitein, They have writen extensively onthe topic. Much of iis in 
context of post Pasrot Act laisaton, but with some reference othe history of secret, 
Jaw during the 20th century. 


ARTICLE 


ming to Terms with Secret Li 


15 No Reason to Hide the Amo! 


Dakota S. Rudesill ae 


Dakos Rael abt Gin; Repreveatne wrk 


‘What secret law? Paraphrasing these authors, i's the passage or interpretation of any 
‘even one that affects the public, for which the public are nat allowed to know what 
‘ha law i. Atte moi extreme, this means that a member of the public could 


"unwittingly transgress against that law, suffer consequences frit, without having had 
say means of ascertaining that the law even existed inthe frst place. (This version is 
called a "Kafka awn Rudes 


teaching 


‘esi deseribes how inthe 2014 century a secret law could effectively he passed 
within the scope ofa broad bl that Congress passed, but with sub-appopriations 
directed by relevant members of Congeessional committees. We would know this today 
for example, an NDAA hat passed with funds applied toward a general black budget, 
for which the amounts of funds applied to specific programs would be communicated to 
‘the executive via confidential communieations 


So if our unscrupulous manager in The Program tried to convinced hiner teportee that 
the legacy Program was originally funded by some sort of unpublished approprition, 
we sitting here would not be in postion ro contest chat out of hand -inather words, 
‘ts plausible, hut our conscientious Program employee should steve to demand the 
paperwork even 3 


2nd pathway 
“The Ind patho this on-lawyer before you is aware of is demonstrated by precedent 
“The precedents the formation ofthe National Security Agency in 1952. 


fel that NSA‘ formation i best termed asa progressive iaillation’of eoreesponding 
‘communications intelligence functions inthe several competing armed services 
branches. This process, fe with bureaueratie infighting (Burns 1980, tok place over 
several years primarily right afer WWI. I's punctuated by Tauman's NSA-sviginaing 
memorandum of October 4th, 1952 


EEE’ timeline ofthe NSA’s formation and is development x most lustrative, The 
public stars to become dimly aware ofthe NSA's existence only from the early 1970 
‘seenty years after ichad already been in ful, funded operation in its curent form. Thers 
was no act of Congres that mandated NSA into existence (Frankly find ic amazing 
that wide awareness of NSA's existence dida' esulein some sort of constitutional 


pr 
ctzely under the Department of Defense o that its funding flowed from a reshuffing 


of already allocated defense fonds 


demonstrating unfortunately the power ofa secret fit-accompli las teen a8 


‘With sacha powerful precedents hard to imagine that Truman coulda’ have had a 
‘Similarly secret memorandum midwifing aa M)-I2-ike organization int existence 
Therefore constitutional power-o-the-purse argument could be cccumvented if the 
story of MJ-2's formation mirrored that of the NSA. While til fol thar the 
Legislative branch's pawerothe-purse wes inprincple being violate, I woulda’ 
expect I could win a court case on that absent the gutted 1970 Mansfield amendment 


seimel 


(rn genet relly wened to soapbox a minute here and reflect that, a reaspect of reviewing 
‘he NSA history and he very post ral prospect of M12 history, that President Truman was 
no custoon cul ibe: Upon abit of research inc this thread it seems he was produc of 
‘he Red Score era of his tine, with instances ofboth fig fan wadernising il erie 
‘Mined / mile of he oad rakes here an ane: oddly none ofthese sources could find mention 
the formation ofthe NSA}. 


Froid Hay Truman ia anars 


3rd pathway? 
(Could there be other pathways in which « MayTohnson-inspred operation could have 
seen implementation? Remember I'm not lawyer, lane ou alternative 


proaches so fel free co acmchairltigae inthe comments 


4th pathway 
Some soft of volunteer, informal or exbal-lke activity. This would be the least defensible 
“Legislative origin story for any operations undertaken under The Program's aegis in my 


view that if anyone ever managed 10 disposiivly aacetain the weraciy ofthis 


pathway. In this ers, even participant, and only if they were accurately informed) 


ould recognize they were participating in an illegitimate governmental 


prise 


Policy analysis 
‘The polcy analysis question will assume sufficient satisfaction af the above statutory 
legitimacy question — ficient a least fr the linker purposes of The Program 
sanagement insiders. Rather then, dike to examine some constitutional questions 
ther than poweratthe-purse, as well as what we could expec rom a bureaucratic 
power-expansion perspective. Inthe debates ofthe time, these were actually the main 
questions, while the prospect of military domination of « May-ehnson AEC was proxy 
concern that was more easily digested by the public. While the risk of domination by 


ry per se was areal concern, his analysis will nar focus on that particular aspect 


lorelse ie would be to longs 


Unfortunately even while remain as much a non-lawyer as L wes two paragraphs ago, 
malso no  alcy nat, OF she several individuals with legal background | engaged 


with om this they all said 0-2, chat the effort involved for a legal professional ro do 


policy analysis on this topic would require such a specialized background and would be 
so extensive as to require enormous expenditure of time &resources (resources which 
remot at hand), So instead, | cite the very legislators and contemporary journalists 


johnson 


working the legislative bet who complained loudly about May 


Just so that wee aligned on what exacly it is we are talking abous, to start with well zo 
‘over the most key points faut by no msn al he key points i really is worch reading 
rough the bil frthand) of May-Johson. For these, lam using (Seaver 1967), this 
fan’ my own aggravated reading ofthe bill with an axe-to-grind, The May-Johnsoa bill 


consins of 


+ ACommission would be established to control the development and use of atomic 
energy in the US 


+ ‘The Commission would consis of nine members| remember this i afer the Royall- 


“Marbury treatment, not she original Bush-Conant summary, stially appointed by 


the President withthe consent ofthe Senate 
+ Commission members scrve nine year terms, enjoy per-diem comp, 


+ Commission can engage anyone without regards to Civil Service Laws means they 
«can empl active members of she armed services 


+ for2Commission members would be military 
‘+ Ttwould be unlawéul for any person 1 conduct atomic research without 
+ Commission has custody of all aw material, deposits, plants, facies, equipment, 
technical information for which itis possessed ofan expansive mandate on 
securing sid technical information, where thas unchecked latitude on 
determining what ein scope, and patents 
+ Aull-time Administrator and Deputy administrator, $15k and $12k annual salary 
(1945 dollars respectively and imbued with these sweeping powers: 
© Administrator can conduce atomic research through commission facilites oF 
© can concolall research activities in ather government agencies except military 
research, 
© can acquire (including condemning | eminent domain) any property or facilites 
fr commission research 


© (With commission approval) empowered to license all propoerty to ocher 


government agences or other persons 


Much ofthe analyses has follow largely parallel (Seaver 1967), which itsel 
pproplatly, draws heavily feom New Word (Hevlet & Anderson 196, the atomic 
bistorin's go-to secondary souree for the hietry of atomic energy 


The legislators weigh in 
Sen, Vandenberg was our nation's vanguard defense aguinst Mey-Johnson, The 
Congressional record demonstrates that he was manifestly suspicious ofthe bill hat 
baa sudéeny been foisted on Congress's upper and loser house simultaneous 


(stele & Anderson 1962) "By a parliamentary maneuver, Vandenberg prevented 
refeeral of Johnson's bill 9 eny committee pending House action on his concurrent 
tesalution. Thus were the opposing forces stalemated before the battle had really 
begun" 


nother words, he managed to initiate che ist delay ints passage, buying precious 


time and teiggering deeper review. 


Ses. Aru Vandeberg tel eretgy he was the unl of lege 
‘Mi member Hye ander 


‘That deeper review commences with Rep, Holfeld (D-CA) & Rep. Price (D-IL). They 


‘te a disenting minority opinion as members of the very Miltary furs Committee 
of which Rep, May himself sche 


isnt HR May Johnna Rep Hoi Rep Pre, Sure: Nae Replay 


Highligh 

‘+ Members of the Commission should be removable by the President whenever he 
Seems it will bein the rational interest, 

‘+ The Admiasitao should be appointed by the President and serve at his pleasure 


1+ The Administrator should bea Civilian 


| "by giving the Administrator almost as broad powers asthe Commission the 


infrequency ofthese mestings is further atsured,” 


‘Members ofthe Commission once sppoined are oa large extent fee from 


responsibilty to any President 


‘despite the Breadth of powers gennted the Commission, we find the Commission 
possessing lin independence ofthe Chief Exscutive unmatched by anyother 


executive department ot agency.” 


(Commision whenever the President deem such atin inthe national ineret, 0.38 


to insure that members ofthe Commission maintain a continuing responsibility 0 


the Presiden, so the Congzess, and othe people, a responsibil which in thi eld 


i more important, than tt of any other pat of the executive branch ofthe 


“its inconceivable thatthe man whote authority is as broad as that ofthe 


Commision and who alone will devose fll ime to this most important development 


in our lifetime shouldbe permitted co be appointed independent ofthe President, 
independent of the Congress, and by a group which itelf isnot required to meet 


| he bil shuld be amended co permit the removal a any member ofthe 
| sandlieds on par wth he scope of theiresponibiltin” 


"We belive the bill should be amended specifically co require that the Adminstraoe 


ofthe Atomic Energy Commission bea civilian.” 


Reps Holfeld & Price's dissent is paired alongside she adational minority dstenting 
ew in the very same Military Affalss Committee, rom Reps. Short 

11), Clason--MA), Sheridan{D-PA),Shafer(MI, Elton-{R-OW),Harness4RLIN}, 
Fenton-(PAY, & Luce {R-C1). 


(Seaver 1967] outlines their views most aby 


MO}, Arends 


“opposition tothe bills came frm several members of he Military Affe Commie of the 
House, wha ised inary report when the Bill was reported. These men fl that he Bil was 
100 vague in is provisions and gave che commission an excess amount of power” Seaver 1967) 


(Fic looks like all these Congressmen from yesteryear are looking out, judging you, The 
Program participant, 


Adlon cinentig vows Commie on Milter Aus Source: Nl Repay Cmilon 


Inrapdefire here you have the relevant quotes from the committee minoriy’s 
CCongresspeope, (As throughout), you may teat their comments a facing the 
ram. Iwill et the ser volume of relevant quotes 


sdministating paradigm of The 
from ther disenting opinion describe th 2nd committee minority’ take on the bil 


[Ras reenpe etait dt ner tran tert tnt 


“Pen amin ink ith pine cay 
| tenet 


‘een 
Signred 


| “Ad rom the fac that Congres ist make necessary appropriations ands permite to 


| deirttaavcmg pment 


aa veport ofthe Common (hich ght Congres aledy pests, Congress 


ocr oly for measure af thi kin” 


remember as throughout, you can resd atomic a¢ replaced with NHI Technologies of 
Uaknowa Origin or TUO} 


‘beng crated by the ensure a kare poser ahd conto pa 
‘ever before even suggested nthe story of this Nation 


“As tomic fore may in 

industry tan exten 
‘Actually reflects what {eid inthe long-form piece about the commission is skating to 
where the economie puck is going) 


“Tha ill would cena on » Government bureau dictatorial mutha beyond anything evar 


‘Mtmpted ier orin poet” 


“Inthe iid of research wal ap in allother fills sclence nd Industry ale would be 
‘tress to burwucacy under the complete domination af he Commision” 


sire rant nw ening ate mag, eroranca sends oe 


“tema maka sch rule and rgulitlon esos, boing aque te ple thar the 
Federathegster only ‘where deme bythe Commistan tobe nt inconsistent wih 
‘neldrsone of national defen ot mltary secur 


| 
1 
| 
| “Amang ether things the Commision i auterzn te make and mot contact, without 
1 


“Ina word anything pertaining te atomic energy tha trule= 


again, atomic energy —> TUO) 


onnecon we hal daub be et nth hei tos fami contention (are ere 
“Sriter hang tat whe ae, Cito andthe Ado on be 


would warrant the surrender by Congress of the 


(tfyou listen closely you can practically hear Vannevar'ssaley Cape Code grow! dripping 


from the commitee hearing’ witness stand Usrough that last quote 


| Setar tgerctti eta ema om rig neater ein pectin 


industry of the Notan. Tuo statement may appear tobe etame snd wl be med ha 
Stcharbitary use of power comtemptted Nevertheless, tis possible 


| "ners crsng pes see the Cemmiton is given fe dant core th 


| ice Sons ean any orm apnea 


publabed nthe Fades Regier Mareove the Commision has the tele power te determine 
on persons maybe guilty af volang 


| “Ths every Amara cise i chnged with aedge of sl repulsion ofthe Conmiton 


(Remember all that secret-law work | cited exier.2 


freehand ne oper t eaa by 


“Santi search, nt of bung encouraged, would be dreumrbad and Inte by the 
‘ior andcaprce ft Common ond 


‘Seputment Cxry someting mere heal be toughn Gan ep foe ates the 
incwiedge we hve” 


“will be quick ta take advantage ofthe strangulation of American ingenuity by everregulatior 
1nd ait cont Adagunefeedom fr nangovernmentalrecerch hau be sre, 


omic nergy invelvedin sich eeareh not deemed bythe Cominton tobe of riiary oF 


| 
| 
| eee 


(Yet again reminding, atomic energy — 


Tuo} 


pact powers ra anumarsted in zation 5 fn adtion othe power to ape) such 
aly ake al euch ether ston and onece nl wach ater poset maybe necery 


(0, bur the piece deresiance af the Reps. Short eal’ views: 


“THE ALLIS oF poUsTFUL CONSTITUTIONALITY 


natin power Schecter. Use 298 US. 395)" 


‘ofthat lst, (Seaver 1967) goes on to describe: 


“The minority report. contained he Blof the signer tha the bill was of questionable 
onsiesonaliy Citing checker v, Unied States, it was argued hat under H.R 4566, he 


Congres wold be delegating ts eishatve powers 


Indeed, the legislarorsexpcessconcem over the fact that Congress cannot delegate is 
power to reat laws, and May-Johnson would do jus hat, giving the atomic 
Commision che power to determine what research atviy falls within its atomic 
esearch jurisdiction. They cite a case that i evidently famous among constitutional 
lawyers, Schechter vs. United States the Famous 
pootly placed ro asess the parallel between Schechter and May-Johnson. Ye 
presents the priceless opportunity that whenever you want to discret intimate to 
someone onthe constitutionality of UFO conteol program, you can refer to “sick 
chickens" FB O.C 


ck chicken” cate, but I'm personally 


The journalists have their say 

Non lets see what contemporary journalists had to say: (Let's ake a moment to thank 
thes legislators of 1945 for entering the entire editorial articles into the Congressional 
Record so-we ean refer to them 80 years Iter without having to go through some 


archives paywall 


‘First we have Washington Por’ editorial as entered inte the record by Rep. Bouglar 
(p-ca) 


The tel weakness ofthe May Johnson bl thet attempt to crete specific machinery 
‘before a national policy has been worked out fee not much more than on abdication of 
congressional power io the han ofa commissicn. We hink is ebou tre for Dr. 1.8 
[Conant an others who ave said to ave ha a hand in ding shi clay aad dangerous 
‘measur eal tan shen help Congress o geoff tow beter stare 
Washington Pos, 1945 


For our next news article From the congressional cord, Seaver 1967) intoduces most 
effectively: 


‘The pres also ook the liber of casing the War Department il with spec to 
commission powers The Cincinnati Tine Star of Octoer 25, 1945, printed an etna 
concerning he il entitled “Dicttershipby Carson? Commision powers in this nstance 
were described ae rating the possibilty hae he commision igh become mare powenfil an 


‘the goverment isn conclusion the dial sounded an aaniton that “in our concern 
to restrain and hares the appalling force 
consequence of dictatorship by commision nthe United States” 
(Seaver 1967) 


atone enegy we mst ne invite the tage 


‘Here its ae entered into the record by Rep, Elston (ROH 


and which is just an absolute seasure rove of descriptive quotes 


Bus this erible nee form of energy des not excuse the reting up of 
commission dictatorship over the United States, wih no public woice in the matter 
and indeed ne public understanding of what is going on 

‘Such a dictatorial power would be created by the May-Johnson ill now pending 
in Congress 


bho, 


"This extraordinary official andthe commission under him would wield powers 
never before dseamed afin the United States” 
"Thay could direc cha sevice af che heads ofall governmental agen: 


"hey could muzzle all sciencsts, who would work under commission orders” 
“Their extreme powers of censorship would he backed by heavy penalties 


you dont say. 


“This bill to set up commietion which might easily become more powerful than 
the Government itself msst not be rilroaded through Congress without thought ot 
discussion 


ob, yes 


“Inour concern to restrain and harness the apalling force of atomic energy we must 
not invite the tragic consequence of a dictatorship by comission inthe United 


sStacs 
sime fora cigacets 


Finally we have Fielding Eliot from the New York Herald Tribune. He wrate, addressing 
himself to Gen, Leslie Groves, well-known as an outspoken proponent ofthe May~ 
Johnson bill: 


tis our lives you ae plying wih, General. sour country's frwe. And we'd ike, ifyou hase 
no objection, ocontinew to have these affairs of ours controled under the arrangemts we have 
Fond stsifactor for the ast century in the Consttation of the Unie Stte. 
Field Elio, NY Herald Tribune Seaver 1957) 


(Emphasis mine) General Groves, of course, was the topmost bos of the bil’ lesd 
rater, Royal, while he was deafting it forthe Manhattan Project's Inerim Committee 
‘Given both the MP's top-down structure and Groves’ observer status facing the Interim 
Committe, Royall was certainly drafting with Groves sayso 


The scientists speak 


“Ob hear you, lkely-as-not-e scientist, say, “why should [listen to what some 


politicians & journalists have to say these are not my peers 


ery wel 


National Academy of Sciences 


Frank Jet National Andy of eset 


‘The National Acadeny of Sotences Led the sotontitic 
community's assault on the bilL. In a xesclution stared ty 


200 nenbers of the Acateny, 1t was etated that enactaent of 
tthe Wor Departsent D421 woalas 


1) Seopardize our dasooratte institutions, 


2) Prustrate fundanontal research noceosazy Yo natn~ 
ain American leaderahip in the developuent of 
tomo enerey. 


3) Set upan authority in the United states respon 
gibi to pg one ~~ "nov oven to the President or 


nd les no forget Jewet's quot fom the previous article 


ict what the past foo ear [WWII has broght wt, den I wonder why we hoe Been 9 
hot and bohered abou Fasc, Nas, and the Japanese fpr iar” 
~ Fr ewe, Natonal Academy af Sciences president, 1945 (Zachary 1997) 


Harold Urey 

Speaking ot his fellow practicing scientists who were forming up line-breast against, 
‘hei administraive-siencist War Department bosses (and so swelling the ranks ofthe 
quickly-materaliving Federation of American Scieniss) ths is Harold Urey. He led 
development of che gaseous difusion process for refining uranium-235 fom raw 
uranium feedstock forthe Manhattan Project 


LUreys experience with sprawling weapons development bureaucracies headed bya 
strongman ean be summed up by the fact chat his index entry in Nori’ Racing forthe 
Bomb has subheading ‘LAG?s [Gen. Groves) dislike of, fllowed by sx unique page= 
indices 1s no surprise then that Urey is reflenively concerned about how ft the top 


job's scope will reep inthe bureaucracy-to-be 


Because of the complies ofthe problems of atomic energy, elie the par ime 

Comision wil have ie Knowledge ofthe whole fed and the Administ and Deguty 

Admisater wil become, by various means, at largely because of thr spear knowledge, 
the decors of the Coniision rather than herve. 


Dr Harold Urey Seaver 1967) 


(ts an apparent attompr a producing one of history's earliest Gadwu's! Urey said the 


May-Johason bill was the 


“fs ttltarian bil evr write by Congres... You cn al ether a Commanist Bil or 
‘aNax bill whichever you think isthe worse” 
Dr Harald Urey Hewlt & Anderson 1962) 


Unfortunately in his pasion, Dr. Urey errs this bill was not written by Congress 


Ds, Jeet Urey were fr From alone among scientists. Recall shat the Federation of 
‘American Scientists was birthed ito existnce precisely by its scientist constituents! 


‘opposition ro May-Jaknson. Urey was a FAS founding member. 


Recap 
dy longo pot of une 2024 mae he case that May-Johnson served as proarype for 
The Program's modus open, We now se that politicians, journalists, and slentists 
sllexpressed concern fer that Commission & Administrator natal by May 
Johnson would become a metastasizng powergrab ivaling —and prbaps even de 
facto overpowering the authori of bath che Legislative & Executive branches ofthe 
{US Government. In quotes from each af these consivecis of aces you ca lo 
find their expression ~elher exist o de-facto— tha May-Johnton, fic ver 
pase, would be found unconstitutional 


In Closing... 


Ifyou ae in'The Program, you now have a lear a signal that anyone working for 
compartmentalized clandestine enterprise possibly could thet The Program you work 
for began, and almost certaily emains to this day thanks to the impossibility of 
‘ransparent oversight amid overwhelming seeeey, an exta-consittional malidecade 
powergrab 


‘Take a scroll-back throug all the headshots of representatives in the lat few sections. 
“These were the contemporaries of your superiors grend-paens, nd of your reat 
arandparents. You can see by their own words how strenuously they were striving to 
vert the creation of an unconstitutional leviathan, 


For as long as you're no actively working to dismantle the eifice, you should feet 
horied an ashamed for participating in something that is 40 antidemocratic 30 
antithetical tothe values that your managers tll you that you are fighting fr. They are 
ying to themselves and they are Wing to you. I don't know how to make i more clear 
than tha 


‘You shouldbe loaking inthe mirror and asking "Why am enabling building an 
enterprise that i 


hurefel to equisy?” 
+ hurtful wo speech” 

hurefal to peoples’ rights?” 

hrefel to peoples’ dignity?” 
+ hurtful wo seleniie advancement?” 


hurtfel to values of transparency & accountability?” 
‘We will all wish to hear your answer these questions 
Yours ab 


Blocked Epistemology 
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